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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This Office Action is in response to Amendment and Remarks received 5 November 
2004. Per Applicant's request the Specification has been amended. Per Applicant's request 
claims 2, 10, 18, 34, and 42 have been canceled. Claims 1,3-9, 11-15, 17, 19-28, 31,33,35-41, 
43, and 45 have been amended. Claims 1, 3-9, 11-17, 19-33, 35-41, 43-48 remain pending. 

Claim Objections 

2. Applicant should note that claim 29 is missing from the 'Listing of Claims' received 5 
November 2004. Examiner will include the claim for examination purposes. 

Applicant should note, page 6 of Remarks, last line recites "26 (cancelled). However, 
page 7, lines 1 & 2, list claim 26 as currently amended. Examiner will treat claim 26 as if it was 
currently amended. 

Page 9, last claim is labeled 'claim 42', should be 'claim 43'. 

Page 10, first claim is labeled 'claim 43', should be 'claim 44'. 

In view of amendments to claims, the prior objections to claims 15 and 31 are hereby 
withdrawn. 

Specification 

3. In view of the amendment to the Specification, the prior objection is hereby withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. In view of the amendments to claims 4, 13, 20, 29, 36, and 45, the prior 35 USC 1 12 
second paragraph rejections are hereby withdrawn. 



/ 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1,3-6, 11-17, 19-22, 26-33, 35-38, and 43-48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over US Patent 6,507,845 Bl to Cohen et al., in view of US Patent 
6,426,761 Bl to Kanevsky et al. 

Per claims 1,17, and 33 : 

-A method. . .a device. . .a computer program product. . . 

(Cohen: Col. 2, lines 52-54, "It is an object of the present invention to solve some of the 
problems described above with existing collaboration tools and systems (device)." Col. 2, lines 
64-66, "The above and other objects are achieved by a method implemented on a computer and 
corresponding software tool stored on a computer readable medium (computer program 
product)..." (emphasis added)) 

Cohen disclosed: 

FIG. 3, Col. 3, lines 1-5, "The method involves the step of storing a first set of data representing 
a plurality of users involved in the task and a second set of data representing a plurality of data 
objects such as documents or database files involved in the task. The two sets of data 
representing users and data objects may be generated. . .", col. 6, lines 6-9, ". . .user establishes 
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the tasks by creating a task object and associating it with a select number of documents involved 
in the task and a select number (a suggestion of a metric) of users to be involved in the task." 
(Col. 3, lines 5-6, "The two sets of data representing users and data objects (related items are 
objects) may be generated. . ." 

Cohen failed to provide specific details related to: 

-composing a list of one or more related items wherein said related items are users or objects and 
the related items are identified based on a relationship between the users, the users and the 
object, and two objects defined by a metric; 
-selecting said related item from said list. 

However, Kanevsky suggested: 

Col. 7, line 38-col. 8, line 11, "...invention organizes icons, web links, text, etc. presented on a 
GUI so that related or relevant information is presented in a useful manner., .relevancy may be 
automatically determined based upon combinations of various criteria (relationship between the 
users, the users and the object and two objects defined by a metric) such as the information's 
history of use (a metric), the content of the information (a metric), etc. . .may automatically 
cluster. . .items that represent information with similar characteristic or that have some 
association or linkage, for example when a user often selects one item and subsequently selects 
another...", "Particularly, a relationship and strength of relationship... may be determined from 
one or more factors such as. . .number of times the information has been accessed by the user 
(user and object relationship) or by others. . .", line 67, "the precise nature of the 
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person... manager, CEO...", col. 8, lines 10-1 1, "A heuristic algorithm (metric) may be 
implemented for correlating relevance ... 55 

Therefore, it would have been obvious, to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the 
invention, to modify Cohen's invention improves (col. 2, lines 52-63) collaboration issues, by 
including details suggested by Kanevsky (col. 1, lines 40-45) to organize according to user 
specified criteria, and in a manner so that relatedness of information represented by items may be 
easily understood, because Cohen recognized the need for a well organized workflow in a 
collaborative development project (Cohen: col. 1, line 56) as critical to success. 

Per claims 3, 19, and 35: 

-determining whether a first computer object and a second computer object have a 
user in common. 

(Cohen: Col. 3, lines 11-14, "The method further involves receiving task-related data (user in 
common) representing activities performed by each of the plurality of users involved in the task 
on the plurality of data objects involved in the task.") 

Per claims 4, 20, and 36: 

-determining whether a first computer object and a second computer object have an 
content in common. 
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(Cohen: Col. 6, lines 18-20, "The UI program also checks whether any electronic notes are 
associated with the task. . .and, if so, associates a note indicator with the task (as an example, task 
and note are associated due to common data)...") 

Per claims 5, 21, and 37: 

-determining whether a first computer object and a second computer object are 
accessed with a frequency by one or more users. 

(Cohen: Col. 3, lines 25-37, . .the method further involves displaying activity data in two 
separate windows or regions of a screen display simultaneously. A first region contains a list of 
the plurality of users in association with an activity performed by each of the users concurrently 
or most recently. The second region contains a list of the plurality of data objects in association 
with an activity performed upon each of the plurality of data objects concurrently or most 
recently. These two windows thus provide comprehensive awareness of the current or most 
recent activities performed by the users in the group (accessed with a frequency by one or more 
users) as well as the current or most recent activity performed upon each of the documents 
involved in the project or task.") 

Per claims 6, 22, and 38: 

-determining whether a computer object was recently accessed. 

(Cohen: Col. 3, lines 30-33, "The second region contains a list of the plurality of data objects in 
association with an activity performed upon each of the plurality of data objects concurrently or 
most recently (computer object recently accessed).) 
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Per claims 10, 26, and 42: 
-said related items are users. 

(Cohen: Col. 6, line 15,".. .whether any of the users associated with the tasks (related items are 
users) are active.. .", col. 6, lines 48-50, "When a task is selected, the UI program retrieves the 
set of usernames from the user profiles associated with the task. . .") 

Per claims 1 1 , 27, and 43 : 

-determining whether a user has accessed a computer object. 

(Cohen: Col. 4, lines 52-57, "The document objects contain application data as well as meta- 
data provided by the object management system to clients, such as information management 
system to clients, such as information tracking the history of the document. The user profiles are 
sets of usernames and related information regarding users who have access to the system. . col. 
6, lines 62-65, ". . .the UI program retrieves the most recent activity if any performed on a 
document in the project associated with the user. . .which may be stored in the user profile, task 
object, or a separate task history data file", col. 7, lines 14-22, "...determines whether the 
document is currently in use. . .retrieves the username of the user working on the document (user 
has accessed) . . .determines from the document meta-data or history data file, whether any 
activity has been performed on the document since its creation. . .retrieves the most recent 
activity performed on the document. . .") 



Per claims 12, 28, and 44: 
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-determining whether a user is referenced in a computer object. 

(Cohen: Col. 4, line 58, . .tasks which each relate a number of user profiles (references a user) 
. . .", col. 7, lines 4-8, ". . .tool bar is displayed. . .showing the list of users involved (reference a 
user) in the selected project, their active status, and what activity they are currently performing 
on a document in the task. . .") 

Per claims 13,29, and 45: 

-determining whether one of the users was contacted. 

(Cohen: Col. 2, lines 61-63, "It is an object of the present invention to improve awareness of 
activities of a group of authors. . Col. 3, line 46, ". . .email. . .", col. 4, lines 34-37, "The server 
further contains two or more messaging systems. . .such as email or electronic notes. . ." Col. 4, 
lines 55-57, "The user profiles are sets of usernames and related information (contact 
information) regarding users who have access to the system.") 

Per claims 14, 30, and 46: 

-said list is displayed continuously. 

(Cohen: FIGs. 4-5, Col. 6, lines 35-40, "If the user selects one of the tasks. . .the tool bar UI 
generates two windows. . .displays graphical indicators of the set of documents. . .displays a list of 
the set of users...") 



Per claims 15, 31, and 47: 
-said list may be hidden. 
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(Cohen: Windows may selectively be closed. Note the "close window" icon at the top right 
corner of the screen shots. See FIGs. 12-27. Closing / hiding a window is well known in the 
art.) 

Per claims 16, 32, and 48: 

-status of said related items is displayed. 

(Cohen: Col. 3, lines 33-37, "These two windows thus provide comprehensive awareness of the 
current of most recent activities performed by the users in the group as well as the current or 
most recent activity performed upon each of the documents involved in the project or task", col. 
5, lines 7-15,". . .tool bar UI program retrieves data from the task, document and user objects to 
produce a unique user interface simultaneously displaying tool bars, one showing the status of 
users and the other status of documents. . .", col. 5, lines 40-43, ". . .tool bar user interface layer, 
which consists of objects representing the views of user and document status. . .", col. 6, lines 22- 
24, ". . .the UI program displays a list of the tasks, by name or other identifier, along with the 
active and note indicator (status of related items)...") 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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8. Claims 7-9, 23-25, 39-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent 6,507,845 to Cohen et al., in view of US Patent 6,426,761 Bl to Kanevsky et al, and 
further in view of US Patent 6,678,882 Bl to Hurley et al. 

Cohen / Kanevsky invention disclosed "awareness of the status of a task, 
and. . .improving collaboration among users involved in a task. Cohen disclosed a document 
history file (col. 8, lines 17-38). "The client may select any of the document history activity 
entries. . .in which case the version of the document resulting from the selected activity is 
retrieved and displayed.. .This therefore allows user to identify which version of a document they . 
are working with to facilitate collaborative review of the document." While Cohen / Kanevsky 
disclosed versioning, they failed to disclose specifics, such as whether the object is a copy of 
another object, whether an object is produced from a template, whether multiple objects were 
produced from a template. 

Cohen / Kanevsky failed to disclose: 
Per claims 7, 23, and 39: 

-determining whether a first computer object is a copy of a second computer object. 

However, Hurley disclosed a collaboration model, including a (col. 7, lines 53-54) "replication 
submodel arranged to define a manner in which multiple versions of objects (copies of objects) 
are represented." Col. 8, lines 10-13, Situations that do call for replication include any situation 
involving distribution of shared objects or any situation involving complex collaboration. . ." 
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Col. 9, lines 9-11, "A replication model provides replication functionality, and defines how 
multiple versions of an object are represented. . The replication submodel handles details 
regarding copied objects. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious, to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
the invention, to have modified the Cohen / Kanevsky invention regarding collaboration and 
tasks to include more details of versioning and object copying, as disclosed by Hurley, because 
both inventions are directed to collaborative programming using shared objects. (Cohen, col. 1, 
lines 53-56), "Tools to support awareness and the availability of people and documents, ad hoc 
workflow, document history monitoring, and synchronous and asynchronous collaboration all are 
critical to successful collaboration on documents." Tools that handle multiple versions / copies 
of objects enhance the overall organization of the system. 

Cohen / Kanevsky failed to disclose: 
Per claims 8, 24, and 40: 

-determining whether a first computer object is a template and a second computer 
object was produced from said first computer object. 

However, Hurley disclosed a collaboration model, including a (col. 7, lines 53-54) 
"replication submodel arranged to define a manner in which multiple versions of objects (copies 
of objects) are represented." Col. 8, lines 10-13, Situations that do call for replication include 
any situation involving distribution of shared objects or any situation involving complex 
collaboration. . ." Col. 9, lines 9-11, "A replication model provides replication functionality, and 
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defines how multiple versions of an object are represented.. Replication can be accomplished 
through a template. In fact, object oriented programming is based on a hierarchy of objects and 
derived objects, whereby the parent object is a template for a child object. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious, to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
the invention, to modify the Cohen / Kanevsky invention regarding collaboration and tasks to 
include more details of versioning and object copying, as disclosed by Hurley, because both 
inventions are directed to collaborative programming using shared objects. (Cohen, col 1, lines 
53-56), "Tools to support awareness and the availability of people and documents, ad hoc 
workflow, document history monitoring, and synchronous and asynchronous collaboration all are 
critical to successful collaboration on documents." Tools that handle multiple versions and 
derived templated objects enhance the overall organization of the system. 

Cohen / Kanevsky failed to disclose: 
Per claims 9, 25, and 41 : 

-determining whether a first computer object and a second computer object are 
both produced from a template. 

However, Hurley disclosed a collaboration model, including a (col. 7, lines 53-54) 
"replication submodel arranged to define a manner in which multiple versions of objects (copies 
of objects) are represented." Col. 8, lines 10-13, Situations that do call for replication include 
any situation involving distribution of shared objects or any situation involving complex 
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collaboration..." Col. 9, lines 9-11, "A replication model provides replication functionality, and 
defines how multiple versions of an object are represented. . Replication can be accomplished 
through a template. In fact, object oriented programming is based on a hierarchy of objects and 
derived objects, whereby the parent object is a template for a child object. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious, to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
the invention, to modify the Cohen / Kanevsky invention regarding collaboration and tasks to 
include more details of versioning and object copying, as disclosed by Hurley, because both 
inventions are directed to collaborative programming using shared objects. (Cohen, col. 1, lines 
53-56), "Tools to support awareness and the availability of people and documents, ad hoc 
workflow, document history monitoring, and synchronous and asynchronous collaboration all are 
critical to successful collaboration on documents." Tools that handle multiple versions and 
derived templated objects enhance the overall organization of the system. 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 17, and 33 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new grounds of rejection. 

Conclusion 

1 0. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 
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1 1 . Applicants amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mary Steelman, whose telephone number is (571) 272-3704. The 
examiner can normally be reached Monday through Thursday, from 7:00 AM to 5:30 PM If 
attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Tuan 
Q. Dam can be reached at (571) 272-3695. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should be 
directed to the TC 2 1 00 Group receptionist: 571 -272-2 1 00. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Mary Steelman 





03/31/2005 



WfElY.ZHEN 
PRIMARY EXAMWER 



